Unfortunately, in the proof of Proposition 3.14, the natural imbedding of L p (µ; Y * * ) in the operator space L(Y * , L p (µ)) was erroneously claimed to be surjective. In addition, the observation associated with (3.12) was also incorrect as stated (although not used in the rest of the paper). We restate this observation in (1) below, and prove it under the additional assumption (A); it will then be used in (2) to replace the incorrect proof of Proposition 3.14.
(1) Assume (A) and let K ∈ L p (µ; L(W * , Y * * ). If (3.12) holds for some γ > 0 and all
the converse is obvious).
Proof: The bound (3.12) implies the existence of a For F = φ(δ(e 1 ), . . . , δ(e m )) ⊗ l, ({e 1 , . . . , e m } ⊂ W * , orthonormal in H, and l ∈ Y * ), ( †) amounts to
which, if true ∀l ∈ Y * , is true ∀l ∈ Y * * * as well. Thus ( †) holds for all F ∈ S(Y * * * ), which means that K ∈ dom p,Y * * δ δ.
(2) We now present a modified proof of the "if" implication in the first statement of Proposition 3.14, using the characterization provided by (1) instead of the erroneous identification of L p (µ; Y * * ) and L(Y * , L p (µ)) mentioned above:
It follows from (3.13) that there exists a
and thus for any q ≥ 1, and with ∆ K denoting the operator norm,
so that from (1) it follows that K ∈ dom p,Y * * δ δ.
